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The House having under consideration a bill regulating municipal elections in tlte! City of Waabingtin^- . : ! ,
Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, said: .i<:'
I move to amend tbe: first section of the biil by inserting after the word " male,'*

In the eighth line, the words "citizen of the United States:" and by striking put the
words " and who shall be a citizen of the United States a( the time he pffers to vote
so that it will.read, "eterv free white male citizen of the United States, resident of
the oity of Washington, of the age of twenty-one years," die.
My proposition is, to give to citizens of the United States who have resided in this

eity one year prior to the election, the right to vote; and not to confer it upon every
Citizen of the United States who may have been here thirty days. This clause, as ,,

it new reads, is evidently-intended U> confer upon the foreigner who may have residedhere for a year, and who may be naturalized on the day of the election, the
r^ht to vote. My amendment will have the effect to require the citizenship to run
with the residence for one year. 1 think there should he permanent residence connectedwith citizenship to confer the right of suffrage. I do not think it fair or right
that the clerk in one of the Departments, who is a sojourner here, engaged upon the

' public business, and who does not* by being so engaged, lose, in point of law, his reel- 1
-.1 >> dence in the State from which he came, should have the right to vote in elections in
i,.-. .el the city.of Washington. I do not believe that it is fair to citizens who own estate

in the city of Washington, and whose estate is to be assessed and taxed, that the
thousand and one office-holders in the city shall have, upon the factitious residence
which this creates, a right to regulate and control the assessment and taxation of
property, and the regulation of the persons who are permanently resident here. I
do not think it right tp place the control of the assessment and taxation of the prop-ertyof these persons in the hands of a body of men who are not now'citizens of

II the United States, but who may be made citizens of the United States between this
day and the day of election. FOr that reason, I«desire to cut off that provision
which gives a man a right to voto in the ward in which he shall be on the day of
election, and shall have been for thirty days preceding a bona fide resident I do
not think it right oi* fair that persons coming here in the employment of the Govern,nient, drawing aver diem allowance or a stated salary, having no other connection
with theoity of Washington than as office-holders, or workmen on the public buildingsor on tne public works, and not by that sort of employment losing .their resivdetices in the States from which they oome, should be made voters for municipal
purposes, and be enabled to tax the property of persons who are permanent residents
of this city,j .

i Mr-DAVIS, of Maryland. I move to amend the amendment ef the gentleman
from Kentucky by inserting "two" years instead of one. The wliole bill is open for
discussion, alia I wish to make a few observations upon some of its provisions.

, Mr. GOODE. I dislike to interrupt the gentleman from Maryland, but it appears
, to me that we are reading this bill section by section, and that it is in order to confine

ithe debate to the amendment and section under consideration.
iii Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I suppose the whole hill is open to debate.
Una The CHAIRMAN. Tlife Chair thinks that; strictly spoakirfg, the debate should be

j confined to the section under consideration; but the Chair Understands that it has
been the practice in committee to consider the whole hill open to debate

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I suppose it is competent for me to discuss the merits
of th6 whole bill. I did. flot come into the House with the knowledge that any such

{ bill as this was to be proposed for consideration. I did not know that, as the muni!cipal election in the city of'Washington is approaching, we should have had the
same proceedings repeated that have been re]<euted at almost every election, or pre
ceding almost every election, for the last two or three years.Mr. BURNETT. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him for a moment,
I will say that I think lie is laboring under a mistake when he makes the statement
wi»l ii uiu una oeou penuiug nere iur cue iaau uirec uriour yein, preceding every

.election. Now, if the gentleman from Maryland will remember, the last municipal
; election in this city took place in 1856. That is my recollection.
C Mr» DAVIS, Of Maryland. No, sir; in June, 1866.

Mr. BURNETT. Well, sir, this bill is mihAantielly the same as that which was

pending subsequent to, and not prior to, the last muuicipal election in this city. <>

I Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. My friend from Kentucky is mistaken aa to the time
of the pendency of that measure. I remember to have taken some part in that discussion,and hemce I am quite certain in my recollection,

t Mr. HILL. 1 see, by reference to the statutes, that this law passed on the 16th
of May, 1866.
. Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. My friend #ill, therefore, see that it was prior to the
date of that eleotion. '

But, sir, what I wish first to say is, that my friend from Virginia, (Mr. Goon*,)
' who has charge of this measure, a few weeks ago was before the Mouse pressing

upon us another measure to strengthen the hands of the muncipal authorities of the
city of Washington. Then a number of very grave occurrences were stated to the
House, and a degree of excitement prevailed in the House, with reference to the
personal safety or gentlemen intheeity, that I have never before seen equaled. The
purpose of the bill then proposed was to secure personal safety by creating a metropolitanpolice, under the oontrol of the Executive. The distinguished gentleman
from Mississippi (Mr. Quitm**) opposed that bill, upon what struck me as a profoundV and statesmanlike ground. He thought that the evil was not in the deficiency of
physical force, but that it lay in the mcompeteucy or in the neglect of thoec adminf'-i istering the municipal government. I entirely concur with that gentleman in that
view.

I desire to say now, that we are brought, for whatever purpose the bill may have
been brought in, to the consideration, virtually, of the organisation of the governmentof the eity of Washington; for, sir, those who shall wield the police power
of the city are to be elected by the voters, whose qualifications arc indicated in this
bill; and 1 think that gentlemen who were so zealons and earnest in endeavoring
to arm the Mayor with adequate power to enforce the laws, hare now an opportunityto consider the principles of the honorable gentleman from Mississippi, and
apply tharn to the construction of that power which designates the Mavor, and
plaoes in the hands of the Mayor the authority which he is to exercise. Tnat gentlemansaid rightly, that we were attempting to remedy, by an increase of force, that
which only could be remedied by changing the spirit which presided over that force.
That ctn only be changed by placing the power of election in competent and rcsponaiblehands. If that be so, what ought we do here I
We are not legislating for a city like Louisville, for a city like New York, a city

like Baltimore, or a city like Boston, where there is a permanent population, whoseI life is to lie spent in the eity in which they are living, who are bom tnere, who grow
up there, and expect to die there, or whose lot is cast there by their own choice, for
good or for evil. We are legislating for the Federal city, where there is a comparativelysmall portion of permanent residents, and where there are a great proportion
of temporary resident*; not merely, Mr. Chairman, a floating population, which
oomea to-day and goes to-morrow, for the purpose of transacting business; but I say
temporary r"uUtU*. By those I mean, in the first place, several hundred, possibly
a thmuan.l sbo-lia in Llw. various fJovcrnment Densrtmerits, some of whom Lorn
houM here, other* of whom do not, moat of whom ere not permanent residents, and
look to leaving the city at the end of four years. Those persona, when they shall
have resided here ona year, under the terms of this bill, will only hers s prospectiveresidence of three veers in the oity. That class of voters can, in no sense, be said
to he identified witn the Interests of the oity of Washington. Few or none of them
are owners of property, real or personal, except the furniture of their houses. There
are none of them engaged in the transaction of any permanent businses here. They
are not what, in the States, we would oall independent men. Most of them are depen|dent upon the mere will of the Government, be it of what political complexion it
may, foe their daily bread; and they therefore combine those ouallties most unfortunatewhen they happen to exist in the persons who are to determine an election, .

municipal or actional. They are temporary in their residence^ having no community
of interest with the people whom they are to govern, and they are under the will of

I > the political power whien furnishes their bres<T, and may need their votes. What 1
say here, I do not desire to bemsgarded as saying in relation to fbe existing Administration,or the last Administration, any more than I do in reference to a future Administration.Those who hold political imwer are, in many respects, the ismo, irrespectiveof party. Any Governmrnt which controls a man's bread, can and does
control his vote; and loose who are under that control, if they form a great proportionof the population, as they do hare, ought not to be allowed to exercise a direct
and controlling influence in a city where they aro merely temporary and passing
residents. That rote is a very material one In this city. It amounts to from six
hundred to one thousand, I suppose.

There is another class of individuals here to whom, I think, almost the same considerationwill apply. We have here four or five great publio works in progress.
They are all under tne control of the Government, There is a swsrm of laborers.
some native, <Wher» of foreign birth, and the latter greatly outnumbering the former;
and, whether native or naturalised, they are not identified permanently with tlia city
of Washington, very few of them anything more than temporary resident*. Here
they are at the will of their employers, liable to be turned off the publie works at
any moment, and, under the new nnd little example set by the last Administration,
have been turned off by the hundreds simply because of their political associations.
That vote amounts, I suppose, to considerable more than a thousand men. We have,
therefore, in this city, where the largest votes ever cast wae about six thousand,
from fifteen hundred to two thousand men who are only temporary and passing
resident*, having no permanent and abiding interest in tne city, dependent upon
the executive authority, liable to have their bread taken from them if they see fit to
vote otherwise than ihoy arc directed to vote, or as may he pleasing to those in
authority. It is that vote which determined the last election, and whioh may
determine the coming one, if the majority should he within five hundred votes.

It is, therefore, not the bona fid*, the permanent reeidents of the city of Washington; it ia not those who keep house here; not those who pay the mass of the
taxes ; nor these laborers who live here and expect to live here permanently; it i»
not the great body of the honest mechanics resident with their families, such as

Kiway the government of Baltimore or Lonisville; not those who are born
and ex|yct to live here until they die; it Is not those who constitute the real

hone M* eitiaens of Washington that, under this bill, are to be allowed to control
the destinies of the oity of Washington. It is not so material whether the temporary^residents here are native or foreign. It is enough for me that they ere temporary,"
that they are here et the will of the executive power, and are not persons whose
interests are permanently eonneoted with the government they are deciding. We
must broadly distinguish between the city of Washington and every other oity in
the United States. There are, sir, a few cities in the western country where the
foreign-l>orn population.the voting portion of it.outnumbers the native population.That presents an anomalous and dangerous condition of affair*; hut it is less
dangerous and anomalous than that which exists here in the city of Washington,

wliere comers from all portions of the world, living here at the will of the temporarygovernment, who am here to-day and may be awav to-morrow; who do not expecttoj bo here more than throe years, and wnb possibly may leave much sooner, are i
§t>d with power to control the destinies of those here permanently; whose propinto be touted; whose industry is to be burdened; whose lives are to be proid;wbote comforts are to bef determined. Those, therefore, who bare no parentor abiding interest in the eity, are actually electing the officers of the city.jNow, I aak candid gentlemen, upon all sides of tne House, to consider wall me for
one moment this state of things, in the creation, and organization of the city government,in connection with the state of things which they were trying to remedy bythp police bill, only a few weeks ago.' I ask candid gentlemen whether they nave
not the explanation before them I Is not that a complete and adequate explanationof the condition of the city government! If to, this bill goes, sir, to the foundation
of (he eity government, and gives us so opportunity to apply an efficient remedy.Now, sir, let us see how it has worked heretofore. The preoent Mayor of the eity
was, I think, sleeted by a majority of about twenty-six votes. Well, everybody
sees at once that it wae the floating, temporary Government vote which elected
him. Is he a proper, responsible, honest, and efficient man for the administration of
the affairs of thip city? Will any gentleman say,.in view of the deplorable conditionof the police of tne city, as gentlemen 6n tne other side of the House representedit here, and represented it truly, only a few weeks ago, that they believe the
person charged with the administration of the eity government is fit to be where he

cM, and where flic same men would wish to continue him; and if he be not fit, I ask
if he was not elected In the manner that I have indicated. I do not wish to sayontkrord about his polttios, on one side or the other. I am endeavoring to get at
the root of theoviL * 'I '

Mr. GOQDJS. The present Mayor was elected, I believe, under the provisions of
r*.taiM introduced and carried through by the gentleman from Kentucky. .«,

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I think my friend is mistaken. I never introduced
and carried through the bill, and toy impression is that I voted againBt it

Mr. GOODE. The gentleman from Kentucky, I think, introduced the bilL
Mr. WAV IS, OI Maryland, jxo, sir; the bill was introduced by the gentleman

from,Illinois, (Mr. IIasjus,) and 1 know tliat I was strenuously opposed to the bill
lie introduced as oppressive and unjust.

Mr. ©OODE. The bill was amended, on motion of the gentleman from Kentucky,1
(Mr. Marshall,) so ns to exolide naturalized citizens and minors, and nnder that
provision this Mayor was eleoted. '

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. My impression is, sir, that I voted against the bill as
introduced. I know that I triea to make it as good as it could be made, and I know
that it failed in the form in which it was reported.

Mr, HILL. 1 think it was a better bill than the one now proposed.Mr. DAVIS of Maryland. Well, we tried to amend it, ana did succeed in amendingiL.
Now, Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration proposes to allow everybodywho shall have resided here for one year to vote; and that, in my judgment, is radicallywrong. Whether they be citizens or foreigners, their interests are not identified'withthe community. They are swept out like dust, if they dare to vote against

the Government, and it virtually gives the control of the community tb men who
are no part of it, but who are under the control of the Executive Government

Sir, who is the present Mayor of the city elected by this kind of vote? Why,
sirf he has brought on the city of ^oaliiugton all the evils that gentlemen qa the
other side have been complaining of here. It is under his administration that these
disturbances have, for the first time, in the city of Washington, broken out. Gutragesof this kind have never been known here before. Mayor Magruder was elevatedby the Government to power. There have been occasional and temporary
disturbances at an excited election. There have been the otdinary proportion of
broaches of the peaoe, of violence, and of murder, at other times. But never before,
in the history of Washington, has it been found that Congreas has been moved and
excited with reference to their own personal security in passing along the avenue,
as has been the cose under the existing administration of this city government.
And, sir, I say that it is not merely the party that happens to be uppermost at

this moment, but it is the radically and inherently vicious system of elections, combinedwith their application of patronage and the ostracism that is at the bottom of
it Tbe authorities of the city of Washington are utterly inefficient; they are utterly
corrupt; they are utterly unfit for the positions that they hold; and they are so be-,
cause the real citizens of Washington do not elect them. They are elected by personsas alien to Washington as those who elected tho^'resident were alien to Americanfeelings and interest.
Why, sir, when we strike off what I have designated as the temporary Governmentvote of the city, and remember that the vote of the city of Washington is

only about six thousand, aud that Iho existing Mayor was only elected by about
twenty-six majority, we find that nearly two-thirds of the whole substantial populationwas against the man who now lipids the position of Mayor. He holds the
office by will of those who hold their bread at the will of the Administration ; and
how that will is exercised, no one in the least acquainted with the affairs of the city
can be.ignorant For the first time in the history qf the Government, the working
fnen, who earn their livelihood by the sweat of their brow, are denied work on the
public buildings if they venture to vote in a mere municipal election against the
Government candidate. The present Mavor represents the United States Administration,and not the will of the people.tile real laboring and businessmen of Washington.!

Mr. Chairman, it will be observed that the present Mayor was elected by about
one-third of tbe actual bona fide residents of the city, ana about two-thirds of his
vota were of men who were temporary residents of the city. I think a very considerableproportion of them-are at the same time residents of the States from which
they came, and they go home and vote, as they have the right to do, under a wellrecognizedprinciple of law, that a person jn the service of the United States whether
civil or military, who leaves the State of his residence for the purpose of entering
upon the duties of his office, with the intention of returning after he shall have discontinuedthe duties of his office, does hot'change his domicile, and retains the right to
vote in the State from which he cornea 1 know myself a venerable gentleman, holdingan office under the Government in this city, who for the last forty years, at the
presidential elections, has gone home to the county of Kanawha, in the State of
Virginia, for the purpose of casting his vote for the candidates of his choice. The
practice, I am advised, is exceedingly common, and is a perfectly legitimate one.

Mr. BLISS. The gentleman has referred to a gentleman who has voted in the
State of Virginia for the last forty years. I simply rose to inquire whether he was

at the same time allowed to vote in this city t
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I have no doubt it is so; I cannot state positively;

bnt there can be no doubt that it is within the distinct meaning of this law. Well,
Mr. Chairman, this exhibits a state of divided allegiance, or rather of divided interest;which certainly ought not to be allowed.

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I should like to ask the gantlcman from Maryland a

question. I should like to be informed what mode he proposes to prevent the evil
which he complains off The city taxes every person who resides here, and permits
every resident to vote.
Mn DAVIS, of Maryland. I make a distinction between those who come here to

reside j>ermanent)y and thoee who come under Executive appointment, and who
come here not with the intention of permanently leaving the place of their original
residence. I suppose the result of the law is, that such persons are both entitled to
vote here snd at their original place of residence. I thiuk there is no doubt about
it, 1 desire gentlemen to understand that, in this portion of my remarks, I disclaim
any party feeling whatever. But I say that, in n»y opinion, it is the vote of that class
of Voters who are not independent of Government control, which is the chief occasionof the outrages that have been recently committed in this city. I think that
the principle iuvolved in the clause of the old bill of rights of the State of Virginia,
that no person rhould be entitled to vote who should not have identified himself
with the interests of the Commonwealth, was a good one. 1 take it. that nobody has
the right to have a voice in the government in which he lias not the interest of a

permanent residence. The moment there is a change of Administration, when the
rcoi'LR shall take charge of the Federal Government, these temporary residents will
he removed from office; and under the new doctrine of rotation in office, now acceptedby the Administration, whatever party sncceeds, there must be a clean sweep
of office-holders. And then there is that other class of Government employees who
are responsible to-tbe Executive, who are employed by his subordinates on the public
works; very little notice is taken of them. lio paper takes notice of their removals;
no motion is made here to hold the Executive of the United States responsible for
turning them off, and depriving them of their bread. If they remember that thsy
are free, and would voter to please themselves, whereby they have displeased their
employers, they are removed, and others are appointed in their places, noiselessly,
but effectually. Yet, sir. It is because of the vote of this class of residents, who have
no pefmsftent interest here, that these evils of which you have complained, prevail.
Sir, if that class of veters had heen excluded, we should never have known what a

government of executive patronage means. These are the legifimate fruits of
a government of executive patronage. In the State we see it only in its milder

' forms. The office holders influence other persons, but their votes are comparativelyfew. Here in Washington, they and the laborers on the public works greatly
exceed any miyoilty ever cast They govern the sity, and by them the national
Administration govern the city. It is the government of the Cabinet and the
bureaus and not of the people. But for these examples, we would not know
what llie government of executive patronage is when reigning supreme and
nneontrolled.

Had this influence not predominated in the votes east at the last mayoralty elee-
lion, the present Mayor ot thie citv would not. hare been In office; for, if the right
of illffrage had been confined to tnoee having a permanent intereat in the city, to
men of husinese and the laboring men, reaident citizens, candidatea wouhfbe selected
to represent their interests, and not the anxieties of the Administration for a municipaltriumph, a* the key-note of a presidential contest If that principle had prevailedhere, the condition of Washington would have been greatly different from
what it ha* been. There would not have been the lawleas eutragee committed npon
tiie persona and property of citizen* by vagabond* who could not be controlled and
punished by authorities'themselves stained with greatercrin.ee than they were called
on to punish. The election of last June would not have lieen stained by innoeent blood.
The Administration would not then have had a pretext for ordering out the United
States marine* at an election in the eity of Washington; and a crime would not have
been committed, the equal of which has not been [icrpctrated ainoe that dark and
bloody night ef 1770, when, in the streets of Beaton, the British regulars shot down
peaceable citizens, whose blood waa the seed of the Revolution. The cry of blood
unavenged would not have gone up from the street'* of the eity of Washington.not .

merely unavenged, but whose authors, to the deep disgrace of thoee charged with
seeing that the laws are faithfully executed, have never beefo, to this day, put npontheir trial even, still less punished. The confidence of the people in their freedom
from military violence would not have been shaken by the awrnl sight of fourteen
men shot dead, ami twenty more wounded, in the street* of the national eapital-*menin the uniform and with the arms of the United Statea with impunity firing
into a peaceful crowd of speetatora, at a peaceful election precinct.a fire made
without warning, without any proclamation, without any order to disperse.ay, sir,
and worse than that, withont any reason to justify, or even the pretext of a reason

to justify it Sir, gentlemen of the ftrst position and standing in Washington were

there, and can testify to it- A dishonest press has attempted, for the benefit of a

polit ical party which supports it, to cover over the iniquities of that day, and it has,
in the opinion of the country, succeeded. I desire here, now, 4o lift my voice, if it
be not yet too late, to wake the feeling of the American people to the deep iniquity
which was then committed.

Mr. SINGLETON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question)
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Certainly.
Mr. SINGLETON. 1 would like to inquire whether what investigation has been
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bad in this matter does not show that the whole difficulty was brought on by a
baud of men of huuovrn political party coming from hia own city f

Mr. GOODE. tmleee this debate shall be ruled in order by the Chair, I aliall feel
bound to object to it.

Mr. DAVIH, of Maryland. I suppose, Mr. Chairman, that on a bill to remodel the |governing poorer of Washington, the policy and conduct of the Government is a directlypertinent master of discussion, or I should not have referred to it
I respond with great pleasure to my friend from Mississippi. There was.so the

grand jury report.-ja band of frOm twelve Jo fourteen young men from the city of
''Baltimore, Who caaWbere on the day of that election, and participated in a disturbancea mutual figbuat the fourth ward polls. The effort haa been, on the part of
the.authorities, and ill the part of the press, to cover the subeequent iniquities by
that indefenaible intrusion. I trust that I have satisfied the honorable, gentleman.
I ask his attentionJWhile I relate what followed, That disturbance took place at
nine o'clock in the morning, ft was ever in five minutes. It was for the purpose
of disporting a larei body of men who had assembled at the polls, and apparently
taken possession or ^hem. It was the offspring of a momentary excitement, of mutualrecriminations, arising out of the exclusive possession of the polls by one party,and that party was-^he party of the Administration. That waa the provoking cause;
but not Ajustification. There waa a fight witb atoqep and sticks for about five
minutes. The crow was dispersed. Tliis body of men, together with a larger
body of young men Tbelouging to the city of Washington, dispersed. They left the
second election precinct of the fourth ward, and did not return there again durttig the
dag.
At ten o'clock the Mayor came to the polls and saw that everything was quiet;the election was prqgeeding; and from the time this sudden affray took place m the

morning until th! appearance of the marine! at that precinct at one o'clock, the votingcontinued without interruption of any kind.by the concurrent testimony bv
the commissioners conducting the election; and the voting appeared, by the pollbooks,to have been at the rate of one and a quarter per minute, down to the appearanceof the marines on the ground.

Mr. SICKLES. Will my friend allqw me to interrupt him!
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. With pleasure.
Mr. SICKLES. I understood'him to sny that there never had been any investigationof a public character Into the circumstances attending the riot to which he ro-

iere. ii j. am iiui, uiutiuiorineu, mere was a juaicm investigation into Uiose circumstances;and that parties were indicted ana tried for inciting that riot, and were
convicted.

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I thank my honorable friend for having called my
attention to that circumstance. I will observe, Mr. Chairman, that the reason I
happen to be familiar with these circumstances is that 1 was consulted as counsel for
the defense of the persons indicted; but because of tny personal relations (individual,
not political) to some of the gentlemen whose conduct might come collaterally Into
question, and because of the public nature of the crime committed against the public
liberty, which was not to be there punished, but, I thought, might form a fit object
of investigation in this House, I declined. I did not decline until the case had been
fully stated to roe, and the enormity of the conduct of the Government was apparent,
and I had been placed in possession of the evidence to substantiate what I here state.
'I will now respond to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. SINGLETON. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question ?
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. One at a time. Let me'respond to the gentlemen from

New York.
There were thirty-four persons indicted; and of those, four were of tho Democraticparty. They were discharged, because there was no evidence that they had

even been upon the ground.
Mr. SICKLES, (in his seat.) As might have been expected.
Mr. DAVIS, of Mainland. The gentleman from New York says, with a smile, as

might be expected. Perhaps when I state the sequel, the smile may be on the other
side of the face. The residue were put upon their trial, and none of them were convicted.The jury divided on the guilt df the authors of a riot, so palpable to the
eyes of the Mayor, who had the marines in charge, that fourteen were shot dead
and twenty wounded, for making itl And, sir, of those shot dead and wounded,
two only were of the American party, and every ojjier one was of the Administrationparty, with the exception of two negroes. It that at might have been expected f
You will see, then, that there is no political bias leading me to uncover these enormities.I am not crying out because my political friends have suffered. If the blow
was aimed at them, a righteous Retribution directed it elsewhere. I speak not for
my political friends, but to avenge the innocent blood of my fellow-citisens, who,
though my opponents',in politics, are still my fellow-citizens, and entitled to my voice,
when they become the victims of military violence.
These things can be proved by overwhelming legal evidence in this city, by people

of the very first condition ; yet these things have not been hitherto so stated. They
tonch too nearly those in power. Of those indicted, only four were of the Democraticparty, and the residue were of the American party; and of the killed and
wounded, two were of the American party, and all the rest were friends of the Administration,with the exception of two poor negroes, who were walking across the
street, at the distance of three hundred yards from the firing. These are not the
casualties of a riot, where some innocent fall with the guilty. Could they have, cut
down all innocent men, none of the guilty men f In the thirty-four who were indicted,only one wounded man was included. Were the nineteen others wounded,
guilty.then why were they not indicted! Were they innocent.then why were

they shot! Was the blood then shed justly or unjustly shedl If they were guilty,
they could have been indicted. Did they not carry the ear mark by which theycqutd be tracked! or did their politics hide their wounds!

Mr. SICKLES. Do I understand the gentleman from Maryland correctly as saying
that none Of the persons indicto<Lfor participating in that riot were convieted!
Mr. DAVAk-ef Maryland. My honorable friend wfTI allow me to state that there

were persons indicted for disturbances of a slight character at other wards in the city,
but there was no person indicted specifically for participating in an v riot at the time
of the firing by the marines. One indictment for the alleged riot of the fourth ward
included the whole thirty-four, and covered the whole dau. It was drawn as if the
purpose had bfeen to convict men for a riot at nine o'clock, and to make that cover
the iniquities of the latter part of the day, and mislead the public mind touching
the causeless murders by the marines. "Diere was no one indicted for being con-

cerned m tne not at tne urae m« marinas nreu ; ana no one oi me unriy ionr indictedwu convicted. The indictment is still pending ; but I rather think it is not

likely to be tried again.
Mr. SICKLES. The circumstances attending that transaction were all blended

together, and all constituted one act, and such waa the view of the grand jury which
found the indictments; such was the view of the parties at the time, and so it was
regarded by the whole country. What I state is, that the transaction was subjected
to a judicial investigation by a grand jury, and they found indictments against two

persons residing in the city of Washington.I say nothing of the party to which
they belong. The matter was tried by a special jury, and

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Not for that riot
Mr. SICKLES. The gentleman may divide the incidents of that day into periods;

but that was not the view at that time, and 1 do not think it just to make such an

imputation upon the authorities.
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. It is the authoritiee that I am now arraigning. The

gentleman has only illustrated what I stated at the outset, that the facts have beea
covered up, the country has been deceived, in order that the guilty might escape.
It is the authoritiee that I am now putting upon trial.

Mr. SICKLES. I am speaking of the grand iury and the court.
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. And it is precisely the grandjury and the court that

I now put upon trial. This firing was all at one precinct of one ward. The personswho were killed were all killed at one precinct of one ward. The affray at
nine o'clock in the morning and the murdering hy the marines at one o'clock were

at one precinct, and only at one precinct, of the fourth ward. Everything took
place within a space of three hundred yards, at particular hours of the day, distinctlyascertained, and susceptible of the most precise proof; and I do not recognizethe validity of any appeal to the newspaper statements, unless accompanied
with an ofTer to submit tjiem to the test of a legal examination of evidence.
And now, sir, at one o'clock of the day, when the marines marched upon the

ground, the election was proceeding with perfect qniet. Ilow, then, came tlic marinesthere at all f Was there a riot f Let the police suppress it. Could they not I
Then the marshal was bound to summon the pout comitatue. Was thsre a riot too

powerful for the marshal to suppress I 11c was never even called on to exert anv of
his powers.ample for every emergency. It is only where his power is overmatched
and defied that the American Jealousy of military power allows the Prosident to call
forth the army. W'hy, then, waa it called forth! 13y what authority, by what
blunder, with what bloody intent I
The marines were there by the orders of the President and Secretary of the Navy,

on the application of the Mayor, accompanied by an affidavit, neither containing
any one legal prerequisite tojustify a demand for military aid; neither even stating that
the marshal's power was inadequate, still less that it had been invoked and found
inadequate. The affidavit and statement both grossly exaggerated and perverted
the affray of the morning, so as to leave the impression that a riot still raged where
perfect quiet had reigned for hours; yet there was no investigation of their truth.
The Executive was swift to hear, and believe, and act, though the alleged riot was

not ten minute's drive from the President's House, and any firing could have been
easily heard in the executive chamber.

No, sir; there was, neither at the time of the letter and affidavit, nor of the askingfor or granting of the marines, any riot whatever. The election teas proceeding
mth perfect ovist, both when the marines were ordered out and when they reached
the polls. There was not merely no riot which the police could not put down;
there was not only no riot which the marshal could not suppress; but there was no

riot at all. The marshal was not even called upon. Why, then, were the marines
there! Why, air, unless upon the temptation of some insane Impulse, or at the instigationof some person Kent upon blood! Still, sir, st whatever bidding, they did
defile an American election by the aspect of militar}- (tower, and thsy found it quiet
Why were they not instantly marched away! Some boys had followed and passed
them with an old swivel, lacking a wheel, and actually spiked, and stationed themselvesnot far from the polls, and a considerable crowd had collected around them.
some interfering to induce them to remove the gun, others idle spectators; when.
perhaps from some misunderstanding.a charge of bayonets was ordered and executedon the crowd around the swivel. The crowd Instantly dispersed; the marinesseised the swivel, bayoneted a boy of twelve years old near it, and flrod among
the retreating crowd. Men were shot as they fled.men not oonneeted even with the
swivel, and all the firing was after the marines had possession of the only pretext of
the attack. That attack was made upon a body of peaceful citi/.ene standing around
that gun. It may have been a blonder, it wae not the lea* a crime. The charging
bayonet on peaceful cititene ia itself a crime. If they etood they mnst have been
bayoneted; yet why should they be compelled to fly I It wae their rir/hl to tlntul
there.it wae the right of the men to have their gun there for eclf-dcfense. The invasionof that right, under an erroneous and hasty impression, was the first act of
the deplorable drama of blood which followed. Simultaneously with this assault
and firing, the main body of the marines began firing in an opposite direction, with
arms loaned by express orders with one lmll and two buckshot eae.h, a* if to double
the execution, at. crowds of people standing on the sidewalks, not a few of them
the beet citizens of Washington, as respectable as any in this ilouse. One gentlemanwho had served in the Mexican war, seeing the marines bring their guns to
a level, and that they were about to fire, and that, people around him were scatteringsaid if he was to be shot he would not be shot in the back, and stood bis

Jrornd, while men fell dead upon both sides of him. Did the marines fire in sclfefensefOnly one was wounded, by a ball in the month, just at the mordent when
h«i was about to fire, and at. the close of the charge of haypnote. With that exeep-
tion, no marine was wounded. They shot over thirty men to quell a riot in which

- - * * - -

the only persons injured were their victim* I Tlie whole tenor of the evidence is Ithat no stones were thrown or pistols fired at the inariues till after they had tired. IStill lees was there any riot so violent and overbearing as to defy the police, over- Imatch the marshal, and require this last resort, the extreme remedy of a military Hexecution. To inarcb'tbe marines to that prefiaot was a grave usurpation; the men Ithey killed were murdered. V t'INow, sir, when a man is found dead in his bed in his home, with his family, there Iis an inquest; when a man cuts his throat in hi* own house, there is an inquest; Iwhen a.u>au is found dead in the street in the morning, there is an inouest. Here Ifourteen men were killed in open day, in the peace of the itopuhlic, an<l by her sol- Idiers. Two inquests were held ; of only one did the finding evc£ transpire, and that Ifinding was as follows: I"Thai the said Cornelius H. Alston came io Ms death by a gtipahot wound received whllt; stand- Ilug peaceably and quietly at lh« oonier of ttuvnath atreel, opfioslhi tlie Northern Liberties market,(recently hi* plane of buHinca*,) from a detaehment of United Statu* murine*, acting under the con-trol of the Mayor of Waahlogton; and tlie Jury further find, froiu tire eoncurrewl WBuraony of all thewitnesses, that the firing by the marine* was *11 s^eequunt to the bfntfi'ng-peeeweiom of the
After that ver dict, no other, coroner in, Wathinqton eoultl be fvnnd lo repeat the Iverdict; and here the coroner* are the servant* of the Administration. -**IWhen a man is shot, prima facie it is murder. That finding wn*;an; Adequate In foundation for an indictment. Ail tlie -cMsumstanoee raised a presumption of mur- Ider. There was 110 riot; no necessity for I lie interposition of a military' force; no Inecessity (01- anytiling except the ordinary police. No attempt was niadetta call Iout the posse of the marshal; and consequently the Mayor or the marines wei-e guilty Iof fourteen murders.one fixed already by the inquest.' Magistrate after magistrate

was apuueu so ior a warrant to msafcJMMMiagruder and'Uiose *lio were guiltyof the firing of tfi< marines, and"not oneroffld be induce<i d^n'to administer theoath oil an affidavit for the purpose of even inquiring whether the parties charged,being in authority, civil or military, ought not to be tried for killing fourteen peoplein the petfce of the Republic. The magistrates of this city are appointed by thePresident
There was ail examination, as the gentleman from New York states.but such

an examination 1 A grand jury{ summoned to attend the criminal court By thethe Democratic marshal of the District, was found useful to avert the eye of scrutinyfrom the perpetrators of the murders. Their legal duty was confined to indictingpersons to be tried. They were ordered bv the court to make a general examination.They were diligent in pursuit of evidence of riot.they do not seem to have
inquired at all into the guilt of the murderers. Their own roport shows on its face
that if they had intended to do their duty, they should have indicted every marine .for murder, for they report that no order was given for the first fire; yet the idea
of such a duty seems never to have crossed their minds. They were not summoned
for that purpose; but when they had concluded their case against the rioters,they could not entirely omit the catastrophe of the tragedy, and they close by a
passing allusion to the well-known fact that a number of persons were killed and
wounded by the firing of the marines.but they omit to state that the only personskilled or wounded foil by the fire ofthe marines.and there they left it The importantfact was never brought out, that at the time of firing there was no riot, no violence,beyond the control of the civil power; that the election was going on peaceably.That fact was concealed by the authorities of the city of Washington, civil and
judicial. And now, if you wish to know how so glaring a fact came to be covered
up, 1 can possibly throw some light ou it 1 have here a list of the grand jury,aud of the petit jury. An analysis of their politics has been furnished me by as

respectable a gentleman as there is in the city of Washington. I say that those
juries were such as sent Sidney and Russell to the scaffold.

GRAND JURT.
Whig Anti-Know-Nothing. Whig.

,George W Biggs, William It. Todd.
James E. Morgan, Dem AnU-Krunn-NotMng.George 8. Gideon, Joshua Pierce,Robert B. Patterson, George A. Bohrer,WlUiam T.Dove, Zadok W. McKnew,Alexander H. Dodge, Buckner Baylies,Jonathan Prout, George 0. Ames,George McCenejr. Lewis Barberry,Whig. Isaac Clark.
William A. Bradley, Thomas J. GaitJohn P.Ingle, Lawrence A. GobrightJoseph C. G. Kennedy, Englishman.DariusClagctt William 3. Stone, sr.
Samuel Bacon.

Not one member of the American party; six Whigs, who aot independent of any party; alt the
reel decided opponents.

Whigs. 6
Democratic and Whig Anti-Know-Nothings .'IT
Englishman, Independent 1

i i1 j.. ' M
Americans not one.

There were twenty-four men upon the grand jury. There were of them six who
were old-line Whigs, acting independently of any party. There were on it eighteenwho were the derided opponents of the American party; and they were the twentyfoursummoned by the Democratic marshal of this District to examine into the guilt
or innnocence of the Democratic authorities and the American voters, where the
question was whether the latter were guilty of riot, or the former guilty of
murder, upon the event I have described, in this city, where the ratio of permanent }inhabitants to temporary inhabitants, and of the American party to the Administra- II
tion party, ia as 1 have described it in the early portion of my remarks, when speak- II
ing of the organization of elected bodies in this city. That grand jury waa organ- II
ized; set to work; succeeded in strengthening ail the erroneous impressions which (1had been conveyed to the country by all the newspapers in this District. Perhaps 1
we can now understand why neither the Mayor nor a marine was indicted. I
My attention has been called by the gentleman from Mississippi to an important T~ I

point of this narrative, which I had omitted; aud that ia, that of those killed andI
wounded only two were Americans, and that only one of those men killed was from I
Baltimore, and that was a young man who was brakesman on the Baltimore and |
Wellington railroad, and came bere that morning on thenars; and he happened to i
be a Democrat. I mention these facts not for the purpose of casting; odium" upon
any one, bat because the question of my honorable friend from Mississippi only
shows that, in his mind, an impression exists that men of the American party were I
the rioters} that they came from Baltimore; that they were the sufferers by the
firing; end that the Government did not do the world much harm by that short
method of dealing with them. But, sir, the dead and wounded appear not to have
been on the side on which they were supposed to have been.
Now, sir, with reference to the panel of the petit juiy summoned to try the men _

charged with the riots: there were thirty-two upon the panel. Its political complexionis as significant as that of the grand jury. Let us analyze it:
PETIT TORT.

Ameriran. Irith Whig Antt-KaMD-WcAhing.
Daniel Lightfoot, Bameel Mcknight.
William T.Jones, Whig Anti-Know-nothing.
lumen M.Taylor, George M. Bothnrou,
Francis B. Lord. .lames B. Ilobnesd,

Italian AnH-Kntnt-Nothing. Thomas D Lamer,
BerapiilmMati. Lewis NewUm,
Kngiithenen. John E. Neale,

BamtirlHtott, Edward Kdelen,
Abraham Butler, Souther 8. Parker,
James Fhllalove. Alfred Ray.

Dam. AnU-A'nmr-NotMno AnU-h'notit-NoCUng,
John T Bradley, John W. Ott.
JamesBsraes, John L Maddox.
Thames J. Williams. ikdapemlenLJohn K. Kendall, Robert H Harrison,
Zephantah K. <»ffnt, Thomas J Darts,
M Boyd Brooks, William Tan Rlawick,
Peter Hepbnra. Aaron Divine.

Wkio. IkmhtftJ.
Benjamin K. Gltflngs. Robert M. Watktns.

Four members of the American party, Urn foreigners by birth, four acting Independently of any
party, one douhtflil; the rest Anti-American.

Americans...; 4
Foreigners and Democrats. 'I'ffr*

You will recollect that there was not one American on the grand jury, althoughthe American party polled at the election in this city, when Mayor Magruder was

elected, within twentysix of a clear majority of the whole vote polled. On the
panel of the petit jury, there were four Americans and twenty-eight opponents of
the American party, foreigners* or Democrats; and that instrument of judicial torturewae selected by the marshal of this District.appointed by the President.
whose duty it is to select the juries. let us sum tip this extraordinary oaao.thc
first example of political perse cution through an American judiciary.the first examplein my knowledge of a grand jury filled with men of one political partycharged to indict men of another political party.the first instance of a panelof a petit jury filled with partisans whose duty was to try theirtpoUtioalenemiea.There were thirty-four men killed and wounded. There were thirty-four
men indicted. Of the men shot, only two were Americans, and thirty were friends
of the Administration. Of the men indioted, thirty were Americans and only four
Democrats To investigate a riot laid to the charge of the Amerioan party, a grand
jury without a single American on It wae summoned. To try tlte thirty Americans
indicted, a jury panel was summoned having only fonr Americans and twenty eight
of their political opponents. By such a tribunal nane of them were convicted of i
riot. By eneh a grand jury neither the Mayor, nor a marine, nor any one else, was \
indicted for murder of any of the fourteen killed. A marine stated in evidooee \
before the court., that he fired without orders, yet no bench warrant issued for his \
arrest; and the report of the grand jury was allowed to pass without their being
ordered back to tlieir room to indict the men ^hey said fired without order*. The m

'

riot was imputed to the Americans, yet no one was by them killed or wounded,
exoept the one marine at the time of the firing. Those who fell, fell before the fire
of the marines, under the order of the chief peace officer of the city; and no magistratehas been found who would lend his official aid to bring any of those gnfity
of the firing to jndieial responsibility. Of the fourteen killed only two were the
subjects of a coroner's in quest, and only one verdict was ever published.
On such a state of the esse, this House owes it to itself^ owes it to the blood of its

murdered fellow-citizens; owes it to the integrity of their Government; owes it to
the jealousy that the American people have ever fell of the use of military power,
to investigate this matter thoroughly, and t<> bring the guilty, however high ami
powerful, to solemn responsibility for this high crime against the public liberty.

Stir ik< annnniiv of »l.i. o«fo».U oirainat. the niiblic libertv is more ar>r>Ar»n* »).«.

we refleot that this military array wag called out withont the least shadow of authorityof law; and that the oaUmitoua events I liave depicted were the natural consequence*of that illegal act The Constitution confides to Congress the power to
"

provide for calling forth the military power, of which the President is the merely
military officer. Congress has discharged this delicate duty by placing the army
at the disposal of the President to suppress insurrection, repel InvMion, and enforce
the execution of the laws; but only when the power of the marshals of the United
States hare been found inadequate, and after proclamation to the people resisting
the Gorarmnent.

In this deplorable case, the marshal does not appear to bare been called on. He
summoned no now; he displayed no power; he was left neglected; his power tminroked;and the rough hand of military violence v as rashly, or carelessly laid
on the citiren, spreading death and wounds amid peaceful men around the fiallotbox.And they who were guilty of the blood bave been left to go free, while the
course of justice lias been perverted to punish those against whom this [unitary violencewas directed, but whom a discriminating power preserved. *

These things are of grave and serious import. They are one of many circumstances
showing a tendency to resort to military intrusion to accomplish political ends, which

(JonotwM on pHg<- 4.
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